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SUMMARY 

Lamb  and  mutton  are  more  unevenly  distributed  throughout  the  United 
States  than  most  agricultural  commodities,  according  to  data  for  195^ 
shoving  the  distribution  of  lamb  and  mutton  for  consumption  by  regions 
and  States . 

In  195^^  domestically  produced  lamb  and  mutton  were  shipped  (or 
were  otherwise  available)  for  consumption  primarily  to  the  Middle 
Atlantic  and  Pacific  regions .  Together,  these  2  regions  took  59  percent 
of  the  total.  Thirty-six  percent  of  available  lamb  and  mutton  was  dis- 
tributed to  the  Middle  Atlantic  region;  the  Pacific  region  ^vas  second 
with  23.0  percent.  The  East  North  Central  and  New  England  regions 
followed  with  lk.6   and  11.8  percent,  respectively. 

The  Northeast  States,  composed  of  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  New 
England  regions,  received  almost  50  percent  of  the  lamb  and  mutton  shipped 
or  locally  produced  and  distributed  during  195^.  Lamb  and  mutton  were 
distributed 'in  relatively  small  amounts  to  the  Southern,  V/est  North 
Central,  and  Mountain  States . 

The  quantity  of  leunb  ajid  mutton  going  to  States  in  the  same  region 
varied  widely.  In  some  regions,  the  quantities  going  to  one  State 
largely  accounted  for  the  total  lamb  and  mutton  shipments  to  the  region. 
For  instance,  California  took  9I  percent  of  the  lamb  going  to  the  Pacific 
Region.  Similarly,  the  major  portion  distributed  to  New  England  and  West 
South  Central  regions  went  to  Massachusetts  and  Texas,  respectively. 

By  States,  the  quantity  going  to  each  of  New  York  and  California 
was  more  than  double  that  shipped  to  any  other  State.  Slightly  less  than 
2k   and  21  percent  respectively  of  total  available  supplies  were  shipped 
to  these  States.  Other  leading  States  were:  Massachusetts  8.3  percent, 
Pennsylvania  6.2  percent,  Illinois  6.2  percent.  New  Jersey  5*9  percent, 
and  Michigan  ^.3  percent.  These  7  States  received  shipments  accounting 
for  over  75  percent  of  the  United  States  total  supply  of  lamb  and  mutton. 

By  contrast,  less  than  1  percent  of  the  U.  S.  total  was  distributed 
in  10  States;  Vermont,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  West  Virginia,  South 
Carolina,  Alabama,  Mississippi,  Arkansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Wyoming.  Twenty- 
five  States  together  accounted  for  only  5.8  percent  of  total  lamb  and 
mutton  available  for  consumption. 

On  a  per  capita  basis,  lamb  and  mutton  available  for  consumption 
also  varied  widely  among  States.  Per  capita  consumption  was  by  far  the 
highest  in  Massachusetts  and  California  with  12. k   and  12.3  pounds 
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respectively.  Other  States  which  had  relatively  high  per  capita 
consumption  were  New  York  with  11.5  poiinds,  Utah  with  9.3  pounds.  New 
Jersey  with  8.3  pounds,  Rhode  Island  with  6.5  pounds,  and  Connecticut 
with  6.5  pounds.  Only  5  other  States,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Illinois, 
Arizona,  and  Michigan,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  had  higher  per 
capita  consxmption  than  the  United  States  average  of  ^.5  pounds. 

North  Dakota,  West  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Alabama,  Mississippi,  Arkansas,  Lo\iisiana,  and  Oklahoma  had  a  per  capita 
consumption  of  lamb  and  mutton  of  half  a  pound  or  less  per  year.  This 
is  only  about  one  aveiuge  size  serving,  or  smaller,  per  person  in  these 
States  annually. 


INTRODUCTION 

This  sttuay  was  designed  to  provide  information  to  sheep  and  wool 
producers,  meat  packers,  ■vrtiolesale  distributors,  and  retailers  in  plan- 
ning improved  merchandising,  promotion,  and  advertising  programs  for 
lamb  and  mutton. 

Wool  has  been  recognized  as  an  essential  and  strategic  commodity 
which  is  not  produced  in  s\ifficient  quantity  to  meet  domestic  needs.  As 
a  measure  of  National,  security,  the  National  Wool  Act  of  195^  "was  enacted. 
This  Act  provides  for  payments  to  producers  as  an  incentive  to  increase 
the  domestic  production  of  shorn  wool  to  300  million  poiinds  annual ly. 
The  1955  wool  clip  was  estimated  at  228  million  pounds. 

Section  708  of  the  Wool  Act  provides  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
subject  to  approval  of  at  least  two-thirds  of  the  wool  producers,  may  enter 
into  agreements  with  representative  groups  or  organizations  to  set  aside 
pro  rata  deductions  from  incentive  payments  to  producers  for  use  in  adver- 
tising, promotion,  smd  related  market  development  activities.  The  funds 
would  be  handled  by  approved  persons  or  agencies.  The  purpose  of  Section 
708  is  to  enable  sheep  and  wool  growers  to  establish  an  eidvertising  smd 
sales  promotion  program  aimed  at  increasing  the  demand  for  their  products. 

In  February  1955 ^  a  new  organization  known  as  the  American  Sheep 
Producers  Coimcil,  Inc.,  was  created  by  organizations  of  sheep  growers  to 
take  advantage,  on  a  national  basis,  of  the  opportunity  provided  in  Sec- 
tion 708.  The  Council  is  made  up  of  representatives  of  organizations  of 
sheep,  lamb,  and  wool  producers.  In  March  1955 >  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture entered  into  an  agreement  with  the  American  Sheep  Producers  Council, 
Inc.,  to  put  into  effect  the  provisions  of  Section  708.  A  national 
referendum  in  August  1955  showed  that  the  required  number  of  producers 
approved  the  agreement.  Deductions  from  the  incentive  payments  for  1955 
lamb  and  wool  to  be  made  in  the  summer  of  195^  will  amount  to  1  cent  per 
pound  from  payments  of  shorn  wool,  and  5  cents  per  hundred  po\inds  of 
live  weight  from  payments  on  lambs  and  yearlings.  It  is  anticipated  that 
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these  deductions  will  yield  a  fxrnd  of  between  2  and  3  million  dollars 
to  be  used  in  financing  an  advertising  and  sales  promotional  program. 

No  provision  is  made  for  research  under  the  Wool  Act;  the  Department 
of  Agriculture,  however,  is  assisting  by  conducting  research  designed  to 
provide  information  for  planning  promotion  and  advertising  programs. 
Several  marketing  research  studies  are  under  way  to  provide  basic  infor- 
mation on  lamb,  mutton,  and  wool. 

The  purpose  of  this  study  was  to  determine  the  patterns  of 
distribution  of  lamb  and  mutton  available  for  consumption  in  the  United 
States .  l/  Meat  packing  companies  slaughtering  sheep  and  lambs  under 
Federal  inspection  were  queried  as  to  the  qiiantity  of  lamb  and  mutton 
they  distributed  to  each  State  in  195^.  USDA  estimates  of  lamb  and 
mutton  produced  in  other  commercial  slaughtering  establishments  (nonfed- 
erally  inspected)  and  on  farms  were  combined  with  these  figures.  2/ 
Imports  and  exports  of  lamb  and  mutton,  and  changes  in  stocks  in  storage 
were  so  small  they  were  not  included.  The  total  quantity  of  lamb  and 
mutton  indicated  as  being  distributed  to  each  State  is  referred  to  in 
this  report  as  the  quantity  of  lajnb  and  mutton  available  for  consumption 
in  that  State. 


DISTRIBUTION  OF  LAMB  AND  MUTTON 

In  195^ >  lamb  and  mutton  furnished  less  than  3  percent  of  the 
26  billion  pounds  of  meat  (not  including  poultry  and  fish)-  consumed  in 
this  country.  The  quantity  of  lamb  and  mutton  eaten  is  less  than  one- 
tenth  as  great  as  the  amount  of  either  beef  or  pork.  Per  capita  consunrp- 
tion  in  195^  "was  k.^   pounds,  down  from  7.2  pounds  in  19^5 — the  largest 
in  recent  years. 

Lamb  and  mutton  available  for  consumption  totaled  739^^25,000  pounds 
dressed  weight  in  195^.  Meat  establishments  under  Federal  inspection 
shipped  649,822,000  pounds,  other  commercial  meat  packers'  production  was 
estimated  at  7^,603,000  pounds,  and  farm  slaiighter  was  estimated  at 
13,000,000  pounds.;  2/  On  a  percentage  basis,  federally  inspected  lamb  and 
mutton  accounted  for  87.9  percent  of  the  total  supply. 

The  production,  slaughter,  and  consumption  of  lamb  and  mutton  are 
for  the  most  part  concentrated  in  different  sections  of  the  country 
(fig.  1,  and  table  1,  Appendix).  California  is  the  exception  to  this, 

1/  The  terms  "distribution"  and  "shipments"  in  this  report  refer  to 
all  movement  from  processing  plants  to  direct  channels  of  consumption, 
whether  intrastate  or  interstate. 

2/  Estimates  for  other  commercial  slaughter  (nonfederally  inspected) 
fimd  farm  slaughter  were  made  by  the  Livestock  and  Poultry  Statistics 
Branch,  Agr.  Estimates  Div.,  Agr.  Mktg.  Serv. 
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as  it  ranks  high  in  all  three  categories.  Excluding  California _,  farm 
production  is  largely  in  Texas,  the  Plains,  and  the  Mountain  States; 
slaughter  is  centered  in  the  midvestem  States  and  consumption  is 
mainly  in  the  northeastern  States. 

Lamb  and  mutton  distributed  to  New  York  and  California  was  more 
than  double  the  distribution  to  any  other  State  (see  table  2,   Appendix). 
New  York  received  23.9  percent  of  the  U.  S.  total  and  California  20.9 
percent.  The  third  ranking  State  was  Massachusetts  with  8.3  percent  of 
the  total.  Other  States  of  some  importance  in  the  quantity  of  lamb  and 
mutton  distributed  to  them  in  195^ — each  with  ^4-  to  6  percent  of  the 
U.  S.  total — were:  Pennsylvania,  Illinois,  New  Jersey,  and  Michigan. 
These  k   States  plus  the  3  leading  States — New  York,  California,  and 
Massachusetts — took  7^  percent  of  the  United  States  supplies  of  lamb 
and  mutton  available  for  consumption  (table  3^  Appendix). 

Other  States  accounted  for  relatively  small  quantities  of  the  lamb 
and  mutton  consumption  in  195^ •  Vermont,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
West  Virginia,  South  Carolina,  Alabama,  Mississippi,  Arkansas,  Oklahoma, 
and  Wyoming  were  the  lowest  consumers . 

Certain  States  account  for  almost  the  entire  quantity  of  latmb  and 
mutton  distributed  to  their  region  for  consumption  (tables  2,  3^  and  h, 
Appendix) .  California  took  9I  percent  of  all  the  lamb  and  mutton  dis- 
tributed to  the  Pacific  region  and  Texas  was  responsible  for  80  percent 
of  the  West  South  Central  region's  total.  Massachusetts  was  by  far  the 
greatest  receiver  of  lamb  and  mutton  in  New  England,  taking  70  percent 
of  the  total  going  to  that  region.  Illinois  and  Michigan  take  most  of 
the  lamb  and  mutton  available  for  consumption  in  the  East  North  Central 
region — 72  percent  of  the  total.  In  only  one  region  do  all  of  the  States 
have  available  for  consumption  a  fairly  high  amount  of  lamb  and  mutton, 
and  that  is  the  Middle  Atlantic  region  composed  of  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
and  Pennsylvania. 

Extremely  large  variations  occurred  among  regions  and  States  with 
regard  to  the  amount  of  lamb  and  mutton  available  per  person  (figs.  2 
and  3  and  table  2,  Appendix).  States  range  from  a  high  of  12., h   pounds 
in  Massachusetts  to  a  low  of  0.2  pound  in  I-lississippi. 

Closely  following  Massachusetts'  lead  was  California  with  12.3  pounds 
and  New  York  with  11.5  pounds.  Other  States  with  relatively  high  per 
capita  consumption  in  195^  were  Utah  9*3  pounds,  New  Jersey  8.3  pounds. 
Rhode  Island  6.5  pounds,  and  Connecticut  6.5  po\xnds  (table  3^  Appendix). 
Only  12  States  and  the  District  of  Columbia  had  indicated  consumption 
higher  than  the  United  States  average  of  ^.5  pounds  per  capita  in  195^ • 
The  other  36  States  were  below  the  United  States  average  in  this  respect 
with  many  having  extremely  small  quantities  available  per  person  (table  2, 
Appendix) .  Nine  States  each  had  available  half  a  pound  or  less  of  lamb 
and  mutton  per  person  per  year,  hardly  equivalent  to  one  average  size 
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serving.  These  States  vere  Old-ahooa^  Louisiana^  Arkansas,  Mississippi, 
Alabama,  South  Carolina,  North  Carolina,  West  Virginia,  and  North 
Dakota . 


I-IETHODOLOGY 

This  survey  was  conducted  during  the  summer  of  1955  to  determine 
the  distribution  of  lamb  and  mutton  available  for  consumption.  Federally- 
inspected  neat  packing  companies  slaughtering  over  5OO  head  of  sheep  and 
lambs  in  calendar  year  195^  were  asked  by  mailed  questionnaires  to  report 
their  shipments  of  lamb  and  mutton  to  each  State  in  the  United  States,  and 
to  the  District  of  Columbia.  Production  of  lamb  and  mutton  by  the  fed- 
erally inspected  firms  slaughtering  less  than  5OO  head  was  insignificant. 
To  prevent  possible  duplications  in  reporting,  packers  were  requested  to 
exclude  shipments  to  other  slaughtering  or  meat -processing  plants,  and 
also  lamb  or  mutton  boned  out  for  processing  into  other  meat  products, 
such  as  canned  meat  and  sausage.  Also  excluded  were  shipments  for  export, 
including  those  for  military  use.  The  si^rvey  data  were  combined,  by 
States,  with  dressed-weight  production  of  lamb  and  mutton  by  nonfederally 
inspected  plants  as  estimated  by  the  U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture  and 
with  USDA  estimates  of  dressed-weight  production  from  farm  slaughter.  _3/ 
Since  nonfederally  inspected  meat,  by  law,  cannot  move  across  State  lines, 
such  lamb  and  mutton  is  assumed  to  be  utilized  in  the  States  where 
produced.  Imports  of  lamb  and  mutton,  and  changes  in  stocks  from  the 
beginning  to  the  end  of  the  year,  were  small  and  were  disregarded.  Thus, 
we  included  all  but  a  negligible  amount  of  the  total  dressed  weight  of 
lamb  and  mutton  produced  and  distributed  in  the  United  States  in  195^. 

Slightly  over  72  percent  of  the  federally  inspected  meat-packing 
firms  surveyed  returned  completed  questionnaires.  The  firms  reporting 
accounted  for  96  percent  of  the  federally  inspected  production  of  lamb 
and  mutton  in  195^ •  The  survey  shipment  data  were  adjusted  upward  to 
account  for  the  output  of  the  nonreporting  federally  inspected  firms. 
The  production  of  each  such  nonreporting  firm  was  estimated.  The  indi- 
cated lamb  production  of  each  of  these  firms  was  then  distributed  to  the 
various  States  chiefly  on  the  basis  of  indications  of  other  firms  in  the 
same  or  nearby  States . 

Total  United  States  production  of  lamb  and  mutton  for  the  calendar 
year  195^  was  reported  by  the  Department  of  Agilculture  as  73^  ini2JJ.on 
pounds,  which  is  slightly  lower — less  than  1  percent — than  the  739  million 
po\inds  available  for  consumption  reported  here.  This  difference  is  due 
partly  to  the  fact  that  many  firms  in  this  survey  reported  shipments  on  a 
fiscal  year  basis  rather  than  on  a  calendar  year  basis.  Of  the  firms 
reporting  on  a  fiscal  year  basis,  most  of  them  operated  on  fiscal  years 
beginning  November  1,  1953  and  ending  October  31,  195^.  There  were. 


3/  Ibid  footnote  2. 
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however,  fiscal  years  reported  ending  for  practically  every  month 
during  the  year.  Differences  in  the  figures  may  be  due  in  part  also  to 
the  time  that  elapses  between  slaughter  and  shipment.  Two  other  factors 
may  have  had  some  influence  on  the  estimates  of  production  and  shipments . 
First,  in  making  allowances  for  firms  not  reporting  in  the  survey  the 
United  States  average  dressing  yield  for  lamb  and  mutton  of  k^   pounds 
was  used.  Actual  dressing  yields  may  differ  considerably  from  k'^   pounds 
as  was  evidenced  by  reports  of  firms  completing  questionnaires .   Secondly, 
the  shipment  of  lamb  and  mutton  reported  by  meat  packers  in  this  survey 
was  on  a  company  basis.   If  a  firm  had  one  plant  that  was  federally 
inspected,  it  was  assumed  that  all  their  plants  slaughtering  sheep  were 
federally  inspected.  Therefore,  the  figure  furnished  on  their  lamb  and 
mutton  shipments  was  assumed  to  all  be  federally  inspected  shipments, 
which  may  not  have  been  the  case  in  some  instances . 

The  quantity  of  lamb  and  mutton  which  federally  inspected  meat 
packers  reported  shipped  to  each  State  plus  USDA  estimated  nonfederally 
inspected  production  and  farm  slaughter  within  each  State  is  called 
lamb  and  mutton  available  for  consumption.  These  figures  provide  the 
best  available  indication  of  larab  and  mutton  consumption  within  each 
State.  However,  actual  consumption  may  differ  slightly  because  con- 
sumers in  cities  located  near  State  boundaries  may  purchase  some  of 
their  food  supplies  in  one  State  and  reside  in  another.   In  addition, 
wholesale  distributors  located  close  to  State  boundaries  may  distribute 
federally  inspected  meat  into  two  or  more  States .   Examples  of  large 
cities  where  this  practice  may  be  prevalent  are  New  York,  Philadelphia, 
Cincinnati,  St.  Louis,  and  Washington,  D.  C. 
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APPERDIX 
Table  l.--Distri'bution  of  lamb  and  mutton — vhere  produced,  slaughtered,  and  available  for  consumption,  by  State  and  region,  195^^ 


State  and  region 


Farm  production  1/  2/ 


Live 

weight 


Percentage 

distribution 


Total  slaughter  _3/^ 


Dressed 

weight 


Percentage 
distribution 


Available  for  consunrption  hj     5/ 


Dressed 
weight 


Percentage 

distribution 


Maine 

New  Hampshire 

Vermont 

Massachusetts 

Rhode  Island 

Connecticut 

New  England , . 

Kev  York 

Rev  Jersey 

Pennsylvania 

Middle  Atlantic . . . 

Ohio 

Indiana 

Illinois 

Michigan 

Wisconsin 

East  North  Central 

Minnesota 

Iowa 

Missouri 

North  Dakota 

South  Dakota 

Nebraska 

Kansas 

West  North  Central 

Delaware 

Maryland 

District  of  Colimibia 

Virginia 

West  Virginia 

North  Carolina 

South  Carolina 

Georgia 

Florida 

South  Atlantic .... 

Kentucky 

Tennessee 

Alabama 

Mississippi 

East  South  Central 

Arkansas 

Louisiana 

Oklahoma 

Texas 

West  South  Central 

Montana ^ 

Idaho 

\-tycaning 

Colorado 

New  1-lexico 

Arizona 

Utah 

Nevada 

Mountain 

Washington 

Oregon 

California 

Pacific 

United  States 


1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

poundB 

Percent 

pounds 

Percent 

poundB 

Percent 

1,21*9 

0.1 

131 

1 

2,853 

0.1* 

ltl7 

^ 

35 

2,083 

.3 

1*05 

y 

6!* 

856 

.1 

619 

.1 

12,872 

1.8 

61,31*0 

8.3 

172 

5/ 

37 

6/ 

5,367 

.7 

1*33 

i' 

126 

^/ 

l'*,526 

2.0 

3,295 

.2 

13,265 

1.3 

87,025 

11.8 

6,71*2 

732 

6,921 

.1+ 
.1 
.6 

51*,  597 
1*2,309 
10,185 

7.1* 
5.8 
1.1* 

176,820 
1*3,519 
1*6,21*0 

23.9 
5.9 
6.2 

16,395 

1.1 

107,091 

ll*.6 

266,579 

36.0 

30,319 

1*1*,1*1*2 
21,1*1*2 
l'*,905 


170,106 


61,793 
81,563 
52,55"* 
28,659 
55,996 
1*6,558 
37,790 


361*,  913 


181* 
2,1*35 

20,196 
19,51*1* 
2,1*00 

173 
500 
138 


1*5,570 


1*6,71*2 

16,953 

930 

2,819 


67,  W* 


1,51*8 

2,099 

9,358 

ll*3,2lS 


150,223 


81,025 
85,357 
95,782 
81*,7l*l* 
1*4,035 
20,681* 
70,1*05 
21,279 


3.9 
2.0 
3.0 

1.1* 

1.0 


l*.l 
5.1* 
3.5 
1.9 
3.7 
3.1 
2.5 


21*. 2 


.2 

1.3 

1.3 

.2 

% 


3.1 

1.1 

.1 

.2 


.1 
.1 

.6 
9-5 


10.3 


5.1* 
5.6 
6.3 
5.6 
2.9 
1.1* 
U.7 
1.1* 


11,293 

6,392 

1*0,1(02 

30,530 

8,366 


1.5 

.9 

5.5 

1*.2 
1.1 


96,983 


13.2 


1*2,1*73 
75,939 
32,881* 
13,528 
17,739 
58,960 
26,658 


5.8 
10.1* 
4.5 
1.8 
2.1* 
8.0 
3.6 


268,181 


36.5 


256 
3,1*92 

796 
372 
160 


2/ 

.5 


1 


5,160 


7,593 

2,710 

58 

y* 


1.0 
.1* 


10,1*05 


1.1* 


33 

227 

7,61*0 

34,776 


% 

1.1 

4.7 


42,676 


5.8 


1,962 

687 

35,1*97 

2,673 

3,310 

17,599 

633 


.1 
.3 
.1 

4.8 
.4 

.4 
2.4 

.1 


19,110 

5,944 

1*5,597 

32,128 

5,328 


108,107 


6,618 
3,702 
4,875 
301 
384 
6,085 
3,04l 


25,006 


l,6i»fi 
8,616 
l*,503 
3,458 
1,038 
2,113 
664 
2,580 
11,166 


35,806 


2,468 

2,136 

1,069 

1*99 


6,172 


543 
1,574 

783 
11,577 


14,477 


1,238 
1,182 
784 
6,420 
4,055 
4,646 
7,031 
1,151 


2.6 

.8 

6.2 

4.3 

.1 


14.6 


.9 
.5 
.7 
6/ 
.1 


3.4 


.2 

1.2 

.6 

.5 
.1 
.3 

.1 

.3 

1.5 


.1 

.2 

.1 

1.6 


503,311 

33.3 

63,347 

8.6 

26,507 

3.6 

20,846 
45,476 
115,940 

1.4 
3.0 
7.7 

8,544 
11,549 

107,148 

1.2 

1.6 

14.6 

9,568 

5,740 

154,438 

1.3 

.8 
20.9 

182,262 

12.1 

127^241 

17.4 

169,746 

23.0 

1,509,519 


7/  73i^,3if9 


739,1^^5 


1/  AMS-35.  Meat  Animals— Farm  Production;  Disposition  and  InccRne,  by  States,  1953  and  195^,  p.  15-  U.  S.  Dept.  Agr.,  Agr.  Mktg.  Serv., 
Crop  Reporting  Board,  Apr.  1955- 

2/  Adjustments  cade  for  In-shipments  and  changes  in  inventory. 

3/  Livestock  and  Poultry  Statistics  Branch,  Agr.  Estimates  Div.,  Agr.  Mktg.  Serv. 

\J     Distribution  of  intrastate  and  interstate  shipments  reported  by  federally-inspected  firms  surveyed  and  eidjusted  for  federally 
inspected  firms  not  reporting,  plus  estimated  production  of  other  cammercial  slaughter  (nonfederally  inspected),  plus  estimated  farm 
slaughter.  Estimates  for  other  ccmmercial  slaughter  ( nonf ederally  inspected)  and  farm  slaughter  were  made  by  the  Livestock  and  Poultry 
Statistics  Branch,  Agr.  Estimates  Div.,  Agr.  Mktg.  Serv. 

5/  Federally  inspected  firms  reported  their  dressed  weight  shiimients  for  195^  either  on  a  calendar  or  fiscal  year  basis  according  to  their 
system  of  bookkeeping. 

6/  Less  than  O.O5  percent. 

7/  Dressed  weight  slaughter  in  federally  inspected  pleints,  614-5  million  pounds;  plus  slaughter  in  other  conmercial  plants,  76  million 
pounds;  plus  fann  slaughter,  I3  million  pounds. 
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Table  2, — Lamb  and  mutton  available  for  consumption  and  population,  by  State  and  region,  195^ 


State  and  region 


Lamb  and  mutton  available  for 
consumption  1/  2/ 


Lamb  and  mitton 

available  for 

consumption 

per  person 


Maine 

Hew  Hampshire 

Vermont 

Massachusetts 

Rhode  Island 

Connecticut 

New  England 

New  York 

New  Jersey 

Pennsylvania 

Middle  Atlantic... 

Ohio 

Indiana 

Illinois 

Michigan 

Wisconsin. 

East  North  Central 

Minnesota 

Iowa 

Missouri 

North  Dakota 

South  Dakota 

Nebraska 

Kansas 

West  North  Central 

Delaware 

Maryland 

District  of  Columbia 

Virginia 

West  Virginia 

North  Carolina 

South  Carolina 

Georgia 

Florida 

South  Atlantic .... 

Kentucky 

Tennessee 

Alabama 

Mississippi 

East  South  Central 

Arkansas 

Louisiana 

Oklahoma 

Texas 

West  South  Central 

Montana 

Idaho 

Wyoming 

Colorado 

New  Mexico 

Arizona 

Utah 

Nevada 

Mountain 

Washington 

Oregon 

California 

Pacific 

United  States 


1,000  pounds 

Percent 

Thousands 

Percent 

Porands 

2,853 

0.1* 

930 

0.6 

3.1 

2,083 

.3 

532 

.3 

3.9 

856 

.1 

385 

.2 

2.2 

6l,3lW 

8.3 

l^,95l^ 

3.1 

12.1* 

5,367 

.7 

621* 

.5 

6.5 

lit,  526 

2.0 

2,219 

1.1* 

6.5 

87,025 

U.8 

9,81*3 

6.1 

8.8 

176,820 
1*3,519 
1*6,240 

23.9 
5.9 
6.2 

15,1*33 

5,250 

10,779 

9.6 
3.2 
6.7 

11.5 
8.3 
l*.3 

266,579 

36.0 

31,1*63 

19.5 

8.5 

19,110 

5,91*1* 

1*5,597 

32,128 

5,328 


108,107 


6,618 
3,702 
l*,875 
301 
381+ 
6,085 
3,01*1 


25,006 


1,61*8 
8,616 
1*,503 
3,1*58 
1,038 
2,113 
661+ 
2,580 
11,186 


35,806 


2,1*68 

2,136 

1,069 

1*99 


6,172 


51*3 

1,571* 

783 

11,577 


ll*,l*77 


1,238 
1,182 
781* 
6,1*20 
'*,055 
1*,61*6 
7,031 
1,151 


2.6 

.8 

6.2 

l*.3 
.7 


ll*.6 


.9 
.5 

.7 
5/ 
.1 


3.1* 


.2 
1.2 

.6 
.5 

.1 
.3 
.1 
.3 

1.5 


I*. 8 


.1 
.2 

.1 
1.6 


8,551* 
4,209 
9,165 
7,021* 
3,578 


32,529 


3,103 
2,638 

636 

667 
1,366 
2,016 


11*,  579 


367 
2,602 

861 
3,588 
1,91*7 
4,250 
2,238 
3,660 
3,521* 


23,035 


2,995 
3,362 
3,121 
2,204 


11,682 


1,910 
2,924 

2,268 

8,468 


15,571 


628 
615 
312 
1,456 
781 
993 
757 
218 


5.3 
2.6 
5.7 
4.4 
2.2 


20.2 


1.6 

2.6 

.4 
.4 
.8 

1.3 


9-0 


.2 
1.6 

.5 
2.2 
1.2 
2.7 
1.4 
2.3 
2.2 


11*. 3 


1.8 
2.1 

1.9 

1.4 


7-2 


1.2 
1.8 
1.4 
5.3 


9.7 


2.2 
1.4 
5.0 
4.6 
1.5 


3-3 


2.1 
1.4 
1.2 
.5 
.6 
l*.5 
1.5 


1.7 


l*.5 
3.3 
5.2 

1.0 

.5 
.5 
.3 

.7 

3.2 


1.6 


.3 
.5 

.3 

1.4 


2.0 
1.9 
2.5 
4.4 
5.2 
1*.7 
9.3 
5.3 


26,507 

3.6 

5,762 

3.6 

4.6 

9,568 
5,71*0 

151*,  1*38 

1.3 

.8 

20.9 

2,51*0 
1,639 
12,551* 

1.6 
1.0 
7.8 

3.8 

3.5 

12.3 

169,746 

23.0 

16,733 

10.4 

10.1 

739,^5 


161,195 


h.3 


1/  Distribution  of  intrastate  and  interstate  shipmsnts  reported  by  federally  inspected  firms  surveyed  and  adjxisted  for  federally  Inspected 
firms  not  reporting,  plus  estimated  production  of  other  commercial  slaughter  (nonfederal!^  inspected),  plus  estimated  farm  slaughter.  Esti- 
mates for  other  commercial  slaughter  (nonfederally  inspected)  and  farm  slaughter  were  made  by  the  Livestock  and  Poultry  Statistics  Branch, 
Agr.  Estimates  Div.,  Agr.  Mktg.  Serv. 

2/  Federally  Inspected  firms  reported  their  dressed [weight  shipments  for  1^3h   either  on  a  calendar  or  fiscal  year  basis  according  to  their 
system  of  bookkeeping. 

^     U.  S.  Dept.  Commerce,  Bureau  of  the  Census.  Current  Population  Reports,  Population  Estimates,  Series  P-25,  No,  IO8,  Provisional 
Estimates  of  the  Population  of  States,  JUly  1,  195^. 

kj  Total  population  figures  include  persons  in  the  Armed  Forces  stationed  In  each  State  and  exclude  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  overseas . 
Each  estimate  has  been  independently  rounded  to  the  nearest  thousand  from  figures  conrputed  to  the  last  digit;  hence,  the  sums  of  parts  shown 
may  differ  slightly  from  the  totals  shown.  Percentages  are  based  on  unroxmded  numbers. 

5/  Less  than  0,05  percent. 
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Table  '^.--Lamb   and  mutton  available  for  consiunption,  10  leading  States,  195^ 


: Percentage 

* 

Per 

Rank  and  State 

:  of  U.  S. 

: :    Rank  and  State     : 

:  total 

* 

capita 

Percent 

Pounds 

1 

Nev  York 

23.9 

.:   1 

Massachusetts 

12. U 

2 

California 

20.9 

::   2 

California 

12.3 

3 

'  tfc.ssachusetts 

8.3 

:   3 

New  York 

11.5 

k 

Pennsylvania 

6.2 

I       k 

Utah 

9.3 

5 

Illinois 

6.2 

:   5 

New  Jersey 

8.3 

6 

New  Jersey 

5.9   : 

:   6 

Connecticut 

6.5 

7 

Michigan 

h.3       '. 

:   7 

Rhode  Island 

6.5 

8 

Ohio 

2.6   : 

:   8 

Nevada 

5.3 

9 

Connecticut 

2.0   : 

:   9 

Dist.  of  Columbia 

5.2 

10 

Texas 

1.6   : 

:  10 

New  Mexico 

5.2 

Table  k. — Lamb  and  mutton  available  for  consumption  by  region  in  order  of 

relative  importance,  .195^ 


:  Percentage: 

•    Per 

Rank  and  region 

;  of  U.  S.  : 
:   total   : 

Rank  and  region 

•   capita 

Percent  : 

Pounds 

1 

Middle  Atlantic 

36.0   : 

1 

Pacific 

10.1 

2 

Pacific 

23.0   ; 

:   2 

New  England 

8.8 

3 

E.  N.  Central 

IU.6   : 

:   3 

Middle  Atlantic 

8.5 

1+ 

New  England 

11.8   : 

:  h 

Mountain 

k.e 

5 

South  Atlantic 

k.Q       : 

:   5 

E.  N.  Central 

3.3 

6 

Mountain 

3.6   : 

:   6 

W.  N.  Central 

1.7 

7 

W.  N.  Central 

3.^   : 

:   7 

S.  Atlantic 

1.6 

8 

W.  S.  Central 

2.0   : 

:   8 

W.  S.  Central 

0.9 

9 

E.  S.  Central 

0.8   : 

:   9 

E.  S.  Central 

0.6 

U.  S.  total 

100.0   ; 

U.  S.  average 

^.? 

